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erence to apologizing, however, the 
writer adopts a scriptural exhorta- 
tion: ‘‘Wherefore the rather, breth- 
ren, give diligence to make your 
calling and election sure...I will 
not be negligent to put you always 
in remembrance of these things, 
though ye know them...Yes, I 
think it meet to stir you up by 
putting you in remembrance.” 
(II Peter 1, 10, 12, 13.) 

The announced title of this pap- 
er contains two principal words— 
attornment and mortgages. Of 
these, the one of more inclusive 
meaning is mortgages. It will be 
well, therefore, to start with the 
law of mortgages, and to sketch 
in a sufficient background so that, 
when the subject of attornment is 


reached, it can be shown in its 
proper relation to that back- 
ground. 


I. THE NEW JERSEY THEORY 
OF A MORTGAGE, 

A. THE EVOLUTION OF THE 
THEORY. 

We may begin, therefore, with a 
brief outline of the evolution of 
the modern theory of a mortgage 
by the courts of New Jersey. As 
is well known, “by the common 
law, a mortgage in fee created an 
immediate estate in fee simple in 
the mortgagee, subject to be de- 
feated by the payment of the 
mortgage money on the day named 
in the condition, and the mort- 
gagee might enter immediately on 
the mortgaged premises and hold 
the estate until the condition was 
performed.” Shields v. Lozear, 34 
N. J. L. 496, p. 501. 

1. As to the Possession of the 
Mortgagor or Mortgagee: 

Under the influence of equitable 
principles, this legal rule was mod- 
ified, both at law and in equity, 
so that the doctrine which finally 
emerged in the leading case of 
Shields v. Lozear, supra, was that 
“the right to enter is postponed, 
and the possession was in the 
mortgagor, until the condition was 
broken by default in the payment 
of the purchase money. Sanderson 
v. Den, ex dem. Price, 1 Zab. 646, 
note.” As a matter of curiosity, it 
may be interesting to observe that 
Shields vy. Lozear and other ac- 
cordant cases at law go back to 
the ultimate authority of Sander- 
son v. Price, 1 Zab. (21 N. J. L.) 
37) in which the judgment in the 
Supreme Court was reversed by 
the majority of the Court of Er- 
rors and Appeals without a written 
opinion. The footnote (a) on page 
646 seems to be the basis of all 
subsequent cases adopting this 
doctrine, and reads as follows: 

“(a) Although clearly against 
the common law rule, and con- 
trary to the rule previously held 
in this state, the Court of Er- 
rors decided, in a case between 
the present parties, (Sanderson 
v. Den, dem. Price, at May 
Term 1840,) that ejectment will 
not lie by the mortgagee against 
the mortgagor until after de- 
fault made.” 

Curiously enough, this footnote is 
appended to the dissenting opin- 
ion. In other words, the law on 





(Continued on page 6 col. 1) 
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dorsers, namely, that of makers 
a prima facie case was presented 
and it 
suit, 


was therefore error to non- 


Judgment reversed. 
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On appeal from Common Pleas extx. &c., defendant-appellant 
Reversed. April 17, 1937. 
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For appellees, Powell & Parke! Carton, J V 1 
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issory note which was signed by witz; Leo Robbins of insel 
all the defendants on the back of|Perskie, J. 
the note; no signature appearing By a written 
on ‘the usual lower right-hand cor-| leased to plaintiff tt x 
ner or any other part of the face | question on September 11 134 
of the note. The note was in the] of October 1, 1934 
sum of $1000 and read “Three | not ybliz fendar 
months after date we promise to|inspect the premis¢ N I 
pay, etc.” Two of the defendants | ation is made of ‘tl 
answered contending that they had/to date of accider O NOV 
signed as endorsers and that they | ber 26, 1935, plai vas inj 
were entitled, therefore, to notice | when the porch of the premis 
of non-payment and of protest lapsed. Plaintiff su 
which they admittedly did not re-|plaint alleges that the fer 
ceive. The plaintiff testified tha indertook to make inspect 
the defendants borrowed _ the pairs’ and tha his w 
money from the plaintiff as they negligently at i 
wanted the money to pay a Cun-| was injure Deter 
tractor to whom they owed a bal-| proofs. 
ance. At the end of the plaintiff's Plaintiff testified a 
case a motion for a non-suit was|;that had no relatiorz I i 
made by the defendants and grant ent, as it refe i to set, ga 
ed by the court, the court conclud-| stove, furnace and pi 
ing that there was no proof of re was tes ) iry 
fendants having signed the instru-| work on the premis¢ A 
ment in any capacity other than prod A 
as endorsers and that as endorsers yme work 
they were entitled to receive the | w! n the pren ( \ 
notice of non-payment and of pro-| vacant He repa i 
test which they admittedly di tl after the acciden I gy 
receive. i verdict for $2,500 
On appeal, held reversed. The | Held: That a v 
proof created a legitimate infer-| ered appears only f 
ence that it was the intention of | the state of case d 10W 
the parties that the five defendants | As subn he 
should be primary obligors. There} shows the charge of 
was no proof to indicate that any | no information as t 
other person was to sign the note} ati yf the ju 
as maker. The words “We prom-|ta , py of : Q 
ise to pay” created a joint as we i | ny, er ed. TI 
as a several undertaking. Section f al 
17 of the N. I. L. provides: “Where i3 N. J. M 7 St 
a signature is so placed upon the | A. 628 This. how r, w 
instrument that it is not clear in| able the pla f 
what capacity the person making she is not entitle ' $0 Ol é 
the same intended to sign, is| proofs, hence the met : 
deemed the endorser.’’ Section 63 nsidered 
of the N. I. L. provides A perso The basis of liability is 
placing his signature upon an in-| Jord and tenant or contractual but 
strument otherwise than as maker,/rather on the principle t 
drawer, or acceptor is deemed tO] who undertakes to perform an a 
be an edorser, unless he clearly | even if not obliged to so in t 
indicates by appropriate words his/ first instance, must perform it in 
intention to be bound in some other|a reasonably careful manner 
capacity.” The position of the/Brasca v. Hinchman, 81 N. J. i 


+ 
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signature on the paper is immater- 
ial if it clearly appears to have been 
intended as the of 
maker. There is no law requiring 
a note to be signed at the end and 
whenever it can be found that the 
signature was intended as an ex- 
ecution of the note, it is sufficient. 
Since there was ample proof from 
which the jury could have conclud- 
ed that the defendants signed in a 
capacity other than that of en- 
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v. Hackensack Water Co., 13 
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who ordered him to do the work, | ance. 
how he did it and what the negli- 


gem 


proofs adduced. 


is, does not appear from the 


Defendant moved | 


for a directed verdict, calling at- 
| tention to the deficiencies, and mo- 
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This was error. 


Negligence will not be presum- 
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e Ry. 97 N. J. L. 526, 117 
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serve IIGESTS OF 

i. Ls RECENT OF OPINIONS. 

e grouns Continued ed from page 2) 

the Plain. 

*r in due nolder take subject to it. The 

He toth clearly shows that Mer- 
due 2s one of those who set the 


ts of 
h re Spe 





tO 2 Bod juestion to 





nditi n and was the president of 
oth rporations at 
nent to them. Hence, as a 
tter f law, knowledge of Mer- 
+k was knowledge of the corpor- 
en f which he was president 
ni the active ee. A study of 
s that the jury 
decide. 

sment affirmed. 


\XES — Certiorari to Review— 


William Caruso, Special Asst 
Pros, and legal assistant. 
Brogan, C. J. 

The accused was convicted as 
charged on one indictment for as- 
sault and battery and on one for 
atrocious assault and battery. 

The proof was that the accused 


|had broken the complaining wit- 


the time of | 


rs) 
on printed Record — Procedure. 
Ji 

— Ben rsey Supreme Court. 

|—__——— Be Pros. v. Maurice River 
yf snip. 
any or 2, 1937. 

. r iorari. Writ dischargé 
FICATES r prosecutor, C. Richard Allen. 
BONDS jiant, Russell S. Hender- 
ssued by 
PaNies |gper Curiam: 

, Tt rit challenges the 1928 as- 
aaa t for taxes and certificates 
le in 1929 for unpaid 1928 
TING x rhe proceeding was not un- 
4 ertak intil foreclosure action | 
cen 9-048! as instituted on June 29, 1935 
: Held: Unless there be some 





upon which prosecu- 








, 
| 


ness’ jaw, knocked out several 
teeth and caused a cut under his 
eye. The doctor who testified had 
been the interne who rendered first 
aid, and gave treatment for 
eral days. He testified from an 
x-ray photograph which had not 
been made at his orders nor for 
his use. 
Held: Nume 


sev- 


rous assignments of | 


1On alternate writs of mandamus. 








error and causes of reversal are 
set forth. 
The causes of reversal relate| 


chiefly to the charge. The charge 
erroneous for at the con- 


is not 


clusion of the charge counsel rais- | 


ed no objections to the charge nor 


did he make any requests to 
charge. There is no duty on the 
trial court to charge the jury in 
a criminal case unless a request to 
charge is made. The case may go 
to the jury without any instruc- 
tions at all. Hence, the failure to 
charge a proposition, though ap- 
plicable to the facts, is not error 


n the absence of a specific request 


ito charge, State v. Barone, 96 N. 
J. L. 417, 115 A. 668. 

The jury is asserted to have 
been erroneously permitted to de- 
| termine that there was proof of an 
atrocious assault and battery. The 
accused asserts that such offense 
can only be committed with a 
weapon. A weapon is not required 


ze 1atter of strict right is 
ES ) prevail the court finds 
SHARES in the matters brought 
ER, In writ; and before we pro- 
wark rutinize the record for 
0191 ties helpful to the prose- 
aa nay be further observed | 
printed state of case 
yur hands is correct, the 
s neither allowed, signed 
1, and the affidavits upon 


ON 





ely be 


ition, for 


attributed to speed 


ner 


i 
for a 


prosecutor 


; writ to slumber 


ifter return made 


on for argu- 


question 


period 


proceed- 


the premises in 
early shown for the 

overed 
-gation 
yt shown with 


hy the 
DY tne 


alle of error in 
1ents is ni 
larity to affect the pro- 
ing An omission of a declar- 
tion of the Tax Sales 
make the proceed- 


P. L. 1918 p. 883. 
competent proof 


s not 
gal, 


vas no 


act was not complied|s 

certificate of tax sales 

bstantially the statutory 
orm of sec. 29. 
Th iestion is raised but not 
onsit i whether the prosecutor 
ad f ed the proper procedure 
under the writ issued at this time 
md under the circumstances of 
the present writ, Fort v. Glouces- 
ler City, 13 N, J. Misc. 880; Rosen 


vy md of Paterson, 14 N. J. Misc 

lischarged. 

CRIMINAL PROCEDURE—Duty 
to Charge — Request to Charge. 

(RIMES—What Constitutes Atro- 
tious Assault and Battery. 
EVIDENCE — Admissibility 
X-Ray Photograph. 

Kew Ji rsey Supreme Court. 
Bate y Capawanna, pltff.-in-error. 

Pril 26, 1937. 

writ of error. Affirmed. 

Por plaintiff-in-erorr, Joseph C. 
Cassini. 

o defendant-in-error, William A. 
Wachenfeld, Pros. Michael 

Steitkopf, Asst. Pros., and C. 


of 





before | 


writ is presumed to have 
ere neither signed nor 
re neitner signed nor | 

These inaccuracies, if 
be, in the printed book 


today nor at common law, if it 
ver was, it has been changed by 
statute, Crimes Act, Sec. 113. At 

ymmon law there was no such 
crime as ‘atrocious assault and 
battery’ but aggravated assault 
and battery. The act says ‘an as- 
| sault and battery, savage and cruel 
in character, which results in a 
maiming or a wounding, amount 


“1% 


witness 


| part 


o an atrocious assault and bat- 
Thus there sufficient 
proof of the charge. 

The use of the x-ray photograph 
as error because the 
testified from 


tery.’ was 


is charged 


had no 
admission 
but 


of such evidence is er- 
harmful 


was 


ror 
This 
ulative 
in the 


not error. 


testimony only 
of proof that was 
case by the testimony 
The conditions shown by 
x-ray had already been testi- 
to and proven by other wit- 
without on the 
of the accused. That he 
truck the complaining witness is 
not denied, neither is the extent of 
beating disproven. The ver- 


cum- 


others 
the 
fied 


nesses objection 


the 


lict is not against the weight of | 
the evidence. 

Affirmed. 
TAXES — Omission from Tax 


Search — Reliance on — Mand- 

amus To Compel Cancellation. 
New Jersey Supreme Court. 
New Brunswick Trust Co. relators 








it when he} 


| 
| 


t ordered it for his use. The | 


already , 
of | 


SPECIALISTS EN ALL 


REAL ESTATE SECURITIES 


Fidelity Title Certificates and 
Whole Mortgages 


| : 


| should 


v. Day, Collector of Taxes &c. 

et al respondents. 
Libbrun Holding Co. v. 

lector &c. et als. 
April 12, 1937. 


Day, Col- 


Writs denied. 
For relators, Douglas M. Hicks; 

Hicks, Kuhlthau & Thompson. 
For respondents, Maurice M. Bern- 

stein. 
Case, J. 

Libbrun Holding Company is a 
subsidiary of New Brunswick 
Trust Company. The object of 
t proceedings is to cancel cer- 
tain taxes of Piscataway Township 
1926, 1927 and 1928. The bank 
on the real es- 





holds a mortgage 


}tate in question and the title is in 
the name of the subsidiary, the 
owner having conveyed after de- 
fault. 


The salient facts are:—The trust 
a promissory note of 
Middlesex Mortgage Company 
394.30. As security for the 


company held 


the 





of $13 


payment of that debt the mort- 
gage company, on April 28, 1934, | 
assigned to the trust company a| 
real estate mortgage of $4,000.00 

* James C. McCabe, Jr. covering | 
the involved premises. On April'} 
1C, 1935, the trust company, pro- | 


ed from the 
tax searcher 


Township's official 
a tax search covering 

That search show- 
taxes unpaid for the year 
1929 and all subsequent 
it did not set forth any 


the 


premises. 


ed the 


years 


thereto bi 


taxes or assessments unpaid for 
the years prior to 1929. On Oc- 
tober 24, 1935, the trust company 
accepted a renewal of the mort- 


ompany’s indebtedness by a 





note of $12,899.54 and continued 
to hold the aforesaid mortgage as 
part collateral as theretofore. On 
August 11, 1936, the Libbrun 
Holding Company, which had 
meanwhile, on the nomination ot 
the trust company, accepted title 
from the defaulting mortgagor, 

yntracted with Gido Vizioli to sell 
the property to him for $3,500, 
with the understanding that out 
of the proceeds of sale there 


first be paid the taxes for 
1929 and years subsequent and the 
balance paid to the trust company, 





which undertook to accept that 
balance in payment of the mort- 
gage. Thereupon Vizioli procur- 
ed a new tax search which dis- 
closed unpaid taxes for the years 
1926, 1927 and 1928 in addition to 


taxes for 1929 and subse- | 
The unpaid taxes 
1927 1928 were; 


of $826.22 


unpaid 
quent years. 
for 1926, 


shown in 


and 
the amount 


with large accruals of interest. | 
The purchaser refused to pay So | 
much of the purchase price as | 


equalled the tax lien for the years 
mentioned until the 
or cancell 


taxes be paid | 
ed of record. Hence these 
to effect canceilation. 

Held: P. L. 1915 Ch. 237 Sec. 14 
“Any person who shall acquire for 
valuable sideration an interest | 
in lands covered by any such of- |} 
tax search, in reliance on} 
said tax search, shall hold such in- 
free from any municipal 


proceedings 


cons 


ficial 


terest 
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lien held by the municipality and 
not shown, by such search”. 

The trust company says it re- 
lied on the tax search, the Town- 
ship denies_that and the trust com- 
pany’s demurrer to the denial as- 
sumes the truthfulness of the de- 
nial. The relator relied on the 
search but did not acquire an in- 
terest in reliance thereon. 

The writ is defective in that it 
does not allege that the relators 
then relied thereon in acquiring 
the interest in the lands now 
sought to be sold. Neither relator 
comes within the purview of the 
statute 


SIDEWALKS — Liability for De- 
fects In — Subsequent Grantee 
—Repairs. 

New Jersey Supreme Court. 





McHugh, plaintiffs-appellees_ v. 
Hawthorne B. & L. Assn., de- 
fendant-appellant. 


April 17, 1937. 


On appeal from Common Pleas. | 


Affirmed. 
For appellant, Reginald V. Spell, | 
A. William Wann of counsel. 


|For appellees, Jacob M. Goldberg. 
| Perskie, J. 


Plaintiff fell due to a defect in 
sidewalk on October 5, 1935. The 
defect had been in existence be- 
fore the plaintiff took title and had 
resulted from plaintiff's predeces- | 
in trying to correct an un- 
eveness caused by the action of a 
tree root under a sidewalk slab. 
Defendant offered no proof. Mo- 
tions for non-suit and directed 
verdict were denied and the case 
was submitted to the jury. 

The jury was asked to answer 
questions:—‘1. Was the 
walk repaired by Mr. Gegen- 
heimer (predecessor in title)? 2. 
Did he in doing so leave the flag- 
stone or a part of it elevated above 
the adjoining flagstone? 3. If you 
answer number two in the affirma- 
tive, was the situation rendered 
more dangerous by whatever Mr. 
Gegenheimer did?” The jury an- 
swered all these questions in the 
affirmative and gave a verdict for 
the plaintiffs. 

Held: The basic question involv- 
ed relates to the liability of =i 

| 


sor 


several 


side 





owner of property for a nuisance | 
created by the wrongful and neg- | 
ligent act of his predecessor in 
title, in making repairs to the side- | 
walk abutting said property, upon 
the owner’s having taken a deed 
for the property with such exist- 


ent nuisance in the sidewalk. 
Gegenheimer having undertaken 
to fix the sidewalk was under a 
cuty to do so in a careful manner, 
Nilsson v. Abruzzo, 107 N. J. L. 
327, 330, 153 A. 486; Walsh v. 
Hackensack Water Co., 13 N. J. 
Misc. 815, 817, 181 A. 422, and if 
he creates a nuisance it is adopted 
by the defendant when he takes a 
deed with such existent nuisance in 
the side walk, Schwartz v. How- 
ard Savings Institution, 117 N. J. 
L. 180, 181, 182, 187 A. 171. Thus 
it was open to the jury to find 
against the defendant which it did, 


(Continued on page 7 col. 1) 
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Clifford I. Voorhees of New| Herr & Kaufmann announce the 29 2 oe | 


in trenton. At the meeting a dis-| Brunswick was appointed chair-| removal of their law offices to Sea-| tively husband ana 


testimony by the 
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s ) 1 ( “T.) ¢ | + loman? % — ne 4 . 
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other similar ones would in all res ee Oe pe ~ ro Your | Bank Building at Main and Union | tweer Ss wif i his son, X. The | ne trtal we = ' : : 
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[a a | consider your requests for seating Hooker I. Coggeshall has opened | born atin eres sg 2) of sales « pa a 
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s, Dr. Harry W. Laidler, ex- 
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of an Order of the Court of | 
f New Jersey, made on the day | 
her@os~in a cause wherein The 
Building an@ Loan Association of 
J., is Complainant, and Albert 
and others, are defendants, you 
to appear and answer the Bill 
ant on or before the tenth 
aid Bill will be 
agaigst you. 
led to foreclose a cer- 
Albert E. Johnson 
wife, to The Riche- 
Association of New- 
y 25th, 1928, on lands 
Township « Maplewood, County of 
nd State of New Jersey, and re- 
4 wtgages for said 
you, Pick 
oration, are 
recovered 
on October P 
} reme Court They’re off! And after the race 
79, which judgment > : 
33-1416, and therefore you'll find the gay crowd re- 


ee ee ae a living the Sport of Kings at the 

Lord Baltimore—cé€nter of Ballti- 
Rey --*E; LORE EE more’s social and business ac- 
ee ae tivities. 700 rooms, each with 


ark, N. J. 
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E OF JOHN J. LEISER, Deceased. Rates from $3 to $6 single. 


ESTAT 
‘ursuant to the order of FRED HER- 





r., Surrogate of the County of 
. this day made, on the application of 
indersigned, executor of said deceased, 
» is hereby given to the creditors of 
ceased, to exhibit to the subscriber, 
oath or affirmation, their claims and 
inds against the estate of said deceased, 
within six months from this date, or they 
will be forever barred from prosecuting or 
ring the same again 
HENRY F. FREY 
30 Feiner Place 
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FOR 11 YEARS 


We Have Supplied 
A Maximum Of Service 
ata 
Minimum Cost 


May We Serve You? 


- Our representative will call on you at your convenience 
pe without any obligation on your part, to explain our 


service in further detazfl. 


New Jersey Lawyers Service 


24 Edison Place Newark, N. J. 




















CHANCERY FEES REVISED 


ffect July 1, 19: 


COMPLETE LIST OF FEES MAY BE 


FOUND ON PAGE 20 OF THE APPENDIX TO THE 


1937 LEGAL DIARY AND MANUAL 


HAVE YOU RECEIVED YOUR APPENDIX? 


Publishing Company of New Jersey 


24 Edison Place Newark, N. J. 
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Receiverships 





Receivers Appointed 
GRADE MEAT & GROCERY | 
Meat & Grocery Business) 
Joseph Gerber and Victor 
Solr. Albert B. Melnik; 
Filed 


erber 
~r W. C. Gotshalk; 
arch 29, 1937 

< HUTTON, INC. (Lumber 
‘ ads. Clyde D. Hutton; 
sley, Decker & Cross; 


siness 





Ire 











wr, David Roman; Filed April 
1937 

yor HANDBAGS, INC. (Man- 
ng Handbags) ads. Sol 
n: solr. Emanuel Weitz; 
1 recr. Julius Seiden; 

ril 28, 1937 

Bills Filed 
EN & DUNNING CO. (Manu- 


Pipe Tobacco & Cig- 
L. Du 
Neese; 


nning; 
Filed 


ids. Walter 
r H. Edward 
1937 
LIQUOR CO. (Whole- 

& Liquor Business) 
ifornia Grape Products, 
William Harris; Filed 
pone 





INC. 
“Sale of 
etc.) ads. Doretta 
ndinger; solrs. Siegel & 
1; Filed April 26, 1937 
. BRONZE POWDER 
ACTURING CO. (Man- 
aot of Bronze Powder) 
s Joseph H. Scharen; solr. 
s C. Pilgrim; Filed April 


(Manu- 


ane < Stoves, 





» Of Firm 
Name Disputed 


ntroversy wherein the 
Title Guaranty Co. of 
Jersey challenges the right 
he Lawyers’ Title Insurance 
Richmond, Va., which 
tains offices at 744 Broad 
Newark, from using 
title or the appellation 
“Lawyers Title” 
business in New 
Vice Chancellor Bigelow 
rule to show cauSe 
on May 11th. 


its 


or 


rancactine 
atl Ins 


granted a 
returnable 
N Jersey firm 
the similarity in names 
will which it 

1926, and that the 

inia firm has not been author- 

isiness in this State 
November 16th. 
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EW YORK, (CCNS)—Elimin- 
f an evil from which the 


f this state have suffered 
ears is held to be possible 
- statute which penal- 
the printers and distributors 
hich can be used to sim- 
ions, writs, complaints 
ourt process. in the 
lebtors. 





eviously the law punished only 


sent out such documents 
ation of court process. 
found, however, that 
distributors of vari- 
“systems” were al- 
to find people who did 
there was anything 
making use of such 
meet this situation the 
has just enacted fhe 
"Ng provision: 
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or any blank form 
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Simulates or is intended 
ulate 2 summons, complaint, 
“ Court process of any kind, 
ty of a misdemeanor.” 
Measure was actively sup- 
“in the Legislature by the 
York County Lawyers Assoc- 
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Handy Index Of 
Federal Legislation 
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SIGNED BY PRESIDENT 

| § 1173. Provides $24,000,000 
| flood control program for Pitts- 
lburgh. Approved April 27. Pub- 
zg Law 51. 





S 11228. Extends for two years 
| FHA flood and disaster renovating 
| loans. Approved April 26. Public 
|Law 44. 

HR 1251. Denies second and 
third class mail privileges to state- 
ments of account produced by 
photographic or mechanical means, 
unless in quantities of 20 or more 
identical copies. Approved April 
27. Public Law 55. 

HR 4985. Guffey-Vinson act 
regulate bituminous coal industry. 
Approved April 25. Public Law 48. 

HR 5232. Appropriates $516,- 
000,000 for Navy Department. Ap- 
| proved April 27. Public Law 54. 
| HJR 319. Appropriates $1,000,- 
j000 to fight grasshoppers. Ap- 
‘proved April 27. Public Resolu- 
| tion 26 


to 








Recent Case 
Comment 


Continued from page 1) 








within 20 years after such right 
shall have accrued, have been con- 
strued as requiring the essentials 
of adverse possession at common 
law, namely, a 20 year continuous, 
uninterrupted, hostile, consciously 
adverse possession of another’s 
land. Section 28 as originally set 
forth provided that a 60 year 
actual possession of any lands un- 
interruptedly in whatever way or 
such possession 
commenced shall the 
in the possessor. Section 29 
|provided that a 30 years actual 
| possession of any lands, where the 
|possession is founded upon a color 
of right such as a deed or other 
jinstrument, shall vest title in the 
|possessor. Section 28 was subse- 
| quently amended in 1922 so as to 
|provide a 30 year period of actual 
possession of all lands excepting 
| woodlands and uncultivated tracts 
and 60 year possession of wood- 
lands and uncultivated tracts as 
vesting title in the possessor. It 
is, of course, obvious that if Sec- 
tions 28 and 29 are to he construed 
as requiring the same essentials 
as Sections 16 and 17, namely, an 
uninterrupted, continuous, hostile 
consciously adverse possession of 
the lands of another in order to 
vest title that there is no need for 
sections 28 and 29, since if the title 
can vest in the possessor at the 
end of 20 years of such possession, 
what need is there for a reliance 
upon any section providing for a 
30 year or 60 year period of pos- 
session. Even though sections 28 
and 29 are referred to in the stat- 
ute as sections with respect to 
title to lands by adverse posses- 
sion, the » Seenions must have ob- 





= 
| manner 
| have vest 


i title 








| his own, 
| and 
| possession 


might | 


title in the possessor, even though 
| the possessor was not conscious of 
the fact that he was in adverse 
possession during the period, and 
the same rule should undoubtedly 
be applied to the 60 year period 
provided for under the 1922 
amendment of section 28 as to 
woodlands or uncultivated tracts. 





1 | 
1 
\ 


viously had some situation in mind | 
that would be covered by these sec- 
tions, though not by sections 16 | 
and 17. In construing section 28, 
it has already been held that the | 
possession must not have been per- | 
missive in its inception, and that | 
a possession which in its inception | 
was permissive could not by a 
mere continuance for the statu-| 
tory period, 
right. R. R. Co. v. Hulse, 59 N. 
L. 54, 34 Atl. 790 Fromthatcase we 
gather that under all the four sec- 
tions the possession must not be 
permissive but hostile. The ques- 
tion that arises however, is wheth- 
er the hostility required of neces- 





sity involves as an essential ele- 
ment a conscious hostility. 

Under sections 16 and 17, 
dealing with the common law | 
adverse possession of 20 years, | 
the rule has been well-settled | 
and long established that the | 
hostility must be a_ conscious 
one; that a person in possession of | 


the mistaken | 


belief that he is in possession of | 
cannot under sections 16 | 
acquire the title, for the | 
is not consciously ad- | 
verse. therefore, | 
that this element of conscious | 
hostility a distinction was intended 
to be made by the legislature be- 
tween sections 16 and 17 on the 
one hand and sections 28 and 29 
on the other. Under section 28 as 
amended since 1922 in the case of 
all lands other than woodlands and 
uncultivat tracts, 
ual possession 
however, 


another’s land under 


17 


It would seem, 
in 


ted 30 years act- 
which possession, 
not be with the 
consent or permission of the per- 


son being dispossessed, vest 


must 


may 


ripen into a hostile | 


| + 
property. 





This construction 
would be 


of section 
consistent with the c 
construing the adverse possession 
sections insofar as it 
the of hostility 
namely, that the possession should 
not have been with the consent 
and permission of the owner and 
at the same time would recognize 
that hostility need not be a 
scious one. Thus, providing a bas- 
ic distinction from the adverse 
possession provided for in the 20 
year period under sections 16 and 
17. This distinction is further em- 
phasized when examine the 
provisions of section 29 dealing 
with 30 year possession based upon 


28 | 


ases 





would recog- 


nize necessity 


con- 


we 


a color of right. Obviously, irp 
such possession the legislature 
could not have contemplated a 


conscious hostility for the person 
in possession is in possession upon 
the belief that he has right to the 
possession by of the 


reason color 
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WALTER L. BUSH 
Suite 212, Hotel Robert Treat 
Newark, N. J. 
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& ABSTRACT CO. 


Certificates as to Corporate 


Prompt and Accurate Service 


Offices: Trenton Trust Bldg., Trenton, N. J. 


Telephone Trenton 8439 
National Newark & Essex Bldg.. Newark, N. J. 
Telephone MArket $-2200 


Abstracts of U. S. Court Pro- 
ceedings 

Miscellaneous Information and 
Forms 


Standing 











years 





of right, the statute 


be obtained by a fair, 


| 
specifically | tions 28 and 
| providing that the possession shall | upon the 
bona fide | 


| 
purchase of such land from a per- | 


son supposed—tg have a legal right 
thereto. Obviously, if this section 
is to be construed as requiring a 
conscious hostility in order to vest 
the title the proviSion as to the 
bona fide purchase from one sup- 
posed to have a legal right to the 


J.| lands would be rendered complete- 


ly nugatory. 

In Content v. 
the facts were as 
testator who died 
severai tracts of land 
devised a tract in question as fol- 
to his daughters and 
alike death to 


respective 1960 


Dalton, supra 
follows: A 
1899 pos- 


and 


in 
sessed 
lows: share 
and on their 
About 
the 


quest ion 


share 
their 
the 


issue. 


daughters ted deed 
for the 
through 


complainant 


execu 
in 

the 
title 
The issue of the 
that the 
life estate 
to the 
compiainants who 
deed the life 
ants receive nothing more than the 
life estate. The 
tend that they 
session for 


premises 


which deed present 
to 


daugh- 


claims the 


ters contend 


received only a 


daughters 
with a 
and 
rely 


issue 


remainder in fee 
that the 


upon the from ten- 


complainants con- 


have been in pos- 





under the deed from the daughte rs | 
of Dalton and that therefore, under | 
the statute of limitations they 
have acquired the title. The court 
first held and (it would seem prop- 
erly so) that since the life tenants 
were still alive the remainderman 
namely, the issue had not yet be- 


come 
the 


ute 


entitled to the possession of 
the stat- 
not 


that therefore 


did 
that the 


land; 
of 
against 
der the statute 
until the 

entitled 
lands at 


limitations run 


them; period un- 
begin to 

had 
ssion 


the 


does not 
remainderman 
become to the 
of the the death of 
life tenants. The court, 


held that the 


run 


Posse 


possession of 


further 


the complainant was not 


and the 
in 


Y 


I fore 


yssession: could not 


title 


seem, 


vest the possessor It 
that the 
ostile” as 


hostility 


would therefore 


ised the term “‘h 


quivalent to 


virt 
court 


conscious 


and that in effect it held that one 
in possession for a period of 30 
under a color of right by a 


bona fide purchase could not be re- 


1 





garded ¢ in hostile posses- 
sion construction place 
pon sections 28 and 29 of the 
tatute of limitations would re- 
sult in holding that they are mere 
surplusage, for if conscious hos 
tility must be shown the what 
need is there for relying upon sé 








a hostile | 


29 if title can vest 
same basis at the end of 
20 years under sections 16 and 17. 


0’ ye Bill 


Resumes March 


With 
hear- 


WASHINGTON, (CCNS) 
Senate judiciary committee 
ings the President’s Supreme 
Court plan concluded, Senator J. 
Cc. O'Mahoney, Wyoming, has re- 
his efforts demonstrate 
the value of his federal corporation 
bill. 


Reopening hearings 


on 


sumed to 


and licensing 
the 
before the sub-commit- 
e which he the 
itest was to introduce test- 
imony that 
would prove 


during 
past week 
te heads, Senator’s 
li move 
his 


showing measure, 


if enacted, a boon to 


investors 


Speaking along these lines, Pro- 
fessor E. T. Ripley, former Rock 
Island Railroad official and now 
professor of corporate economics 
t Harvard, told the committee 
that he onsidered the O’Mahoney 
bill too lenient. The bill should 
require every corporation in inter- 
state commerce to take out a fed- 


eral charter, he declared. 


a period of 30 years| Common em Founda- 


tion Organized 


The “Common Law Foundation” 
lh been formed under the Mem- 
bership Corporation Law of New 























York. The directors are John W. 
Davis, Henry W. Taft, Alexander 
Tiscon d George Wharton Pep- 
per 
The purposes of the organiza- 
tion are: To familiarize and foster 
among the Asiatic people know- 
ledge of the common law as devel- 
1 by h Einglish speaking 
the world and to 
at end to procure reports and 
statutes for Sei-Kiu-Do Common 
Law Institute and Library at Tok- 
) par i to arrange for the 
r I e of students 
\ ATTENTION 
VATTORNEYS 
concert ed 
hem 
Writ ms 
nd mar- 
Box 252 
1 trade 
ENNIS DES K CO. 
150 East 42nd St., N. Y. C. 
d 4-1775 
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Grove; vol; liab. $7,062.51; as- 
sets, none; reir. Gaskill; solr. 


Joseph Narrow, 97 Market St., 
Salem; 4-28 

FAY, Roland Buzzell 
Wenonah; vol; 
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liab. $26,959.83, 


assets $215; refr. Gaskill; solr. 
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(Salesman) 





Walter G. 

17 Olive East Orange; vol; 
liab. $9,744.36; assets $73.80; | 
refr. Porter; solr. William H. 
Campbell, Lefcourt Bldg., New- 
ark; 4-26 

BOYD’S CLOTHES (Men's Cloth- 
ing Business) 25 Broad St., Eliz- 
abeth: invol; solr. Max L. Rosen- 
stein, 60 Park Pl., Newark; 4-17 

BRANDENBURG, Henry (Heat 
Treater) 231 Hackensack St., 
Wood-Ridge; vol; liab. $7,567.- 
66; assets $100; refr. Grimshaw; 
solrs. Mackay & Babcock, 241 
Main St., Hackensack 4-29 

BRUGLER, Harold C. (Hotel Pro- | 
prietor) Columbia Hotel, Colum- 
bia; vol; liab. $52,054.70; assets | 
$23,937.65; refr. Weelans; solr 
Joseph Fishberg, 28 W. State 
St., Trenton 4-14 

CAPOBIANCO, Carmine (Trouser 
Manufacturer) 307 Middleton 
St., Riverside; vol; liab. $2,774.- 


BOSCHEN, 


Ph 
St., 


14: assets, none; refr. Gaskill; 
solr. Daniel Lichtenthal, River- 
side; 5-1 

DESIMONE, Antonio (Mason) 17 
Evergreen Ave., Morristown; 


vol; liab. $1,073.05; assets $175; 
refr. Grimshaw; solrs. J. & L. 
Rosenberg, 26 Park PIl., Morris- 
town; 4-29 
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DONALDSON, Perley G. (Collect- 
or & Salesman) 54 Pitt St., 
Bloomfield; vol; liab. $937.94; as- 
sets, none; refr. Porter; solr. 
David A. Rappeport, 5 Broad 
St., Bloomfield; 4-27 





4-28 
KLEIN, Philip (Butcher) 555 So. 


se; 


17th St., Newark; vol; liab. $1,- 
081.18; assets $180; refr. Por- 
ter; solr. Abe D. Greenstein, 60 
Park Pl., Newark 4-29 


KOLANKIEWICZ, Joseph (Bol- 
ogna Maker) 291 W. Kinney St.. 
Newark; vol; liab. $1,195.36: as- 
sets $25; refr. Porter; solr. Sam- 
uel Yawitz, 972 Broad St., New- 





ark; 4-22 

KUHNEN, Ernest H. (Pharma- 
cist) River Edge; invol: solrs 
Winne & Banta, 210 Main St., | 
Hackensack: 4-28 


McDONOUGH, Andrew S. (Sales- 


man) 51 Park End Pl., East 
Orange; vol; liab. $18,040.87: as- 
sets $1,077.50: refr. Porter: solr 
Robert Friedlander, 744 Broad 


St., Newark 4-26 
OORE, Jackson 
tising Man) Sterling Hotel 
Trenton; vol; liab. $7,912.37: as- 
sets $280; refr. Weelans: solr. 
Morris M. Krams, 30 Journal! Sa 
Jersey City; 4-28 ; 
MOOSHIN, Louis /( 
Newark, formerly 727 Stuyves- 
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790 Broad Newark: 
MUCKENSTUR\M, Emil 


St., 
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| 
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X-77B:; solrs. Bilder, Bilder & 
Kaufman, 60 Park Pl., Newark; 
4-30 | 

SPIC & SPAN OF AMERICA| 
(Restaurant) 260 Liberty St. 
Bloomfield; vol. 77B; solrs. Bild 
e., Bilder & Kaufman, 60 Park 
Pl., Newark; 4-30 


er) 311 Cooper St., Camden; vol: | 


liab. $29,569.96: assets $215: 
refr. Gaskill; solr. Sidney P. Mc- 


Cord, Jr., S. W. Cor. 
ket, Camden; 4-30 
PALMIERI, Andrew (Architect) 
361 Henry St., Orange; vol; liab 
$6,154.44; assets $75; refr. Por- 
ter; solr. Phil O. Mayer, 207 


4th & Mar- 


liab. $5,512.88; assets $700; refr. 
Porter; 
17 Academy St., Newark; 4-29 


solr. 
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wite) 165 Augusta St., Irving- 
ton; vol; liab. $7,394.64; 
$102.12; refr. Porter; solrs. Win- 


ard & Winard, 24 Commerce St., | 
Ro, 


Newark; 4-27 

RINGKAMP, Frank (Machinist) 
520 Pennington Ave., Trenton; 
vol; liab. $3,004.90; assets $200; 
refr. Weelans; solr. Jehn J. Bos- 
carell, Broad Street Bank Bldg., 
Trenton; 4-30 

RODMAN, Joseph (Laborer) 
123 Inslee Place, Elizabeth; vol; 


S 


liab. $867.24; assets, none; refr. 
Porter; solr. Benjamin Gordon, 
1143 E. Jersey St., Elizabeth; 
4-30 


SCELENFRIEND, Joseph (Clerk) 
515 E. Third Ave., Roselle; vol; 
liab. $3,112.84; assets $175; refr. 
Porter; solr. David Ehrlich, 110 
Belmont Ave., Newark; 5-1 

SPIC & SPAN, INC. (Restaurant) 
260 Liberty St., Bloomfield; vol. 
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Ocean City; 4-30 ) ATTORNEY LL.B 
TIMKEL, Harry (Carpenter) Lin-| , ®¢? age 
den; vol; liab. $119,686.52; as- | . wir eae ce: 
sets $25; refr. Porter; solr. John} — 
J. Stamler, 125 Broad St., Eliz- | 
abeth; 4-28 66 
TUEFER, Gustave (Salesman) 445 ) I ‘fe 
Adler St., Lyndhurst; vol; liab , REPORT LAW 
$3,384.81 assets $170; refr. Conditio ike 
Grimshaw: soir. Emanuel Ger- ; Law Books, 
sten, 17 Academy St., Newark; : 
1-96 ( \I gt ne I! 
VAN MOPPES, George Louis j ~~ J I 
(Salesman) 609 Third Ave., As-| --— 
bury Park; vol; liab. $20,692, | oe a aera aes ee 
assets, none; refr. Weelans; sol D NEW AND USED 
Archie Josephson, 215 Broad St., | | OFFICHK PURNITPURE 
Elizabeth; 4-26 ir BOUGHT—SOLD 
WALDSTEIN, Mex M. and Mollie,|} EF EXCHANGED 
1. and as partners t a MAX M 20-60% | Re 
WALDSTEIN (Wholesale Meat|| § a 
Business) 32 W. 49th St., Bay- Merchandise bought from 
onne; vol; refr. Grimshaw; solr “ receivers our specialty 
Isaac W. Seiler, 549 Broadway K Chairs, Tables, Executives 
Bayonne; 4-28 Suites, Library Tables and 
WEST, Larry M. (Restauranteur) S Chairs, Leather Furniture, 
340 E. Wildwood Ave., Wild- Used Sardonss, SS Pave 
wood; vol; liab. $3,240; assets, RT 9 O18 Broadway 
none; refr. Steedl solr. Isaa Nathan S (nr. prince) N.Y.C. 
C. Ginsburg, Atlantic City; 4-27 Established 60 Years CAnal €-0350 
| WILKOTZ,, Max (Leather Goods |!-_—— —_———- RSS 
Worker) 608 S 12th St New- I reipn Attorneys 
ark: vol; liab. $1,499.85; assets i 
$200; refr. Porter; solrs. Zucker | FLORIDA CONSULTANT 
& Shapiro, 24 Commerce St., | M. H. ROSENHOUSE 
WYCKOFF, Claude G. (Trainma) ‘| 39 BROADWAY, NEW YORK 
4 Central Ave “Vy ity VIGEs. 4+-U34 
; a liab. mee P Mgpsec A $25 11 — reece ne Se 
reir Grimshaw; s slr August G Civil & Criminal Services 
Menge, 665 Newark Ave Jer- | Available to Lawyers Only. 
sey City; 4-29 li 
ZDUNEK, Stanislaw & Helena, I.| —— _—_—— —_———— 
and as partners ta STANLEY | j 
AND HELEN ZDUNEK, 104|| Lorenzo J. Roel 
19th St., Newark; vol; b, part. } mre A RY WwYyRr 
0 70S6, SS. $0300, 0.1). Boonie, peer ee 
Z. $10,726.14; assets part. $100, | welantee uA griclixe tian 
S. Z. $100, H. Z. $100; refr. Por- || 149 BROADWAY, NEW YORK 
ter; solr. Harry T. Davimos, 17 } Tel. BArclay 7-4797 
Academy St., Newark; 4-28 


7| 


| Market St., Newark; 5-1 
; POPPKE, Elsie J. (Housewife) 
May Terrace, Maplewood; vol; | 


Harry T. Davimos, | 











| 





| 


| 
| 


i 
} 
| 
| 


| 














QUICK 
EXPERT 
SERVICE 


and B 


in Printing 


STATES OF CASE 


RIEFS 





CALL - - - 


APPELLATE 


Since 


I. F. Huntzinger Co., Inc. 


111 FEDERAL STREET, CAMDEN, N. J. 


Bell Phones, Camden 


PRINTERS 


1902 


1249 or 90 





Over 2000 Attorneys 


OFFICIAL APPELLATE PRINTERS 


recognize us as their 





and Briefs fo: 











35 years’ experience as exclusive law printers enables us to 
render personal assistance in the preparation of States of Case 
printing in State and United States Courts 





4 
















































































































60 N. d. L. J. Index Page 144 





NEW JERSEY LAW JOURNAL, THURSDAY, MAY 6, 1937 




















COURT AND MOTION CALENDAR 




















|HIGH NO. HIGH NO. 






















































































































































































| | 
COUNTY | COURT JUDGE CLERK THIS IN DAILY) MOTION DAYS COUNTY CLERK SHERIFF Lx 
| WEEK CALL | ol. 
Atlantic Sup. and Cir. Hon. Wilfred H. Jayne William fe Blair 254 a |Fridays at Atlantic City William A. Blair | Walter S. J effrig DIGE 
Bergen 7 Sup. and Cir. Hon. Edwin C. Caffrey Eugene H. Jorel m 429 | Friday, May 7 James W. Mercer (Benjamin Darisen 
r af , » = — ; | 
Com, Pleas A. D st Del Ma Fred. V. Kellogg 242 191 jEvery Wednesday 
ies a - —— es : ——- ILLS — \ 
Burlington Sup. and Cir.|Hon, Wilfred H. Jayne Elizabeth I. Reis Not Sitting Fridays at Atlantic City Lawrence G. Mingin John M. Chant sential Re 
' | _— 
a . —| ——— - / — : lause dei 
Camden Sup. and Cir.|Hon. V. Claude Paimer Joseph E. Halpern | | Leslie H. Ewing | Jos. H. Van Mete ( 
~ Cape May | Sup. and Cir. |H 1 H. Jayne Stirling W. Cole Not Sitting) __ Fridays at Atlantic City ‘Btirling W. Cole (Paul M Seull J 
— A} 
” ‘Cmabestond Sup. and Cir amuel M. Shay Frank G. Wettstein Trials — . |May 3 to May 20 Frank G. Wettstein William P. Rigg pre probat 
= ~ —_—_——_—_—_ er 2 
Essex Sup. and Cis J Hayden 1350 1196 | Friday, May 7 Russell G. Gates James A. McRei aril 9: 
J F’. O’Brien | | Friday, May 14 | q appeal fr 
Com, Pleas J B. Brown 15% 187 Friday, May 14 | rv i 
I H | Friday, May 7 rerogative 
—_ ™ — j . * 0 
Gloucester Sup. and Cir.'|H el M R. Edward Klaisaz Trials May 24 to June 10 R. Ed. Kigiss |E. Arlington Jo > 
ua 
Hudson Suprem« ‘ “4 ACh Jt 1 P. Dalton £50 385 Friday, May 14 ‘Gustav Bash Hugh F. Parle Cha E. 
Cit it iho Thomas J. Gillen 185 168 Friday, May 7 R 
( Pleas Valker 639 635 See Court Notes ~ 
Smit 640 546 | ; 
= ee en a | : j 
Hunterdon Sup. and Cir. M.S sarles L. Fell Not Sitting C. Lloyd Fell |\Wm. M. Schomp . ms 
Mercer ind ¢ ip is. P. Hutchinson = 68 - Fr d ys" : ~~ |Chas. P. Hutchinson! Herbert Ww. Brad 
Cor Pleas rH sul has. P. Hutchinson | Every F riday 
Middlesex Sup i Cir Jot William J. White 174 7 IM ay 7 7 —_ George Cathezs F. Herdman Hardg. +2: Lin 
Monmouth ip i < R L Bert Lugannani Trials be gi July 6 Jos. McDermott Geo. H, Roberts 
Morris Sup id ( { Rh iwi E. Bertram Mott Trials June 21 t 7 J ly 2 - E. Bertram Mott Fred S. Myers 
Ocean “ry Law: Granville M. Price Trials — |May 17 to May 28 John A, Hast | Walter H. Appiglll Lt 
Passaic p. and Cir,| H G pit Saul Lippman 420 107 ~| Every Friday : Lioyd B. Marah John A. Gavin 
Pleas Re 3 ey Brien | 3 
| - : - - Se = 
Salem M Walter P. Ballinger Not Sitting Walter P. Ballinger Peter B. Hof 
Somerset ip ( I ‘ Walter K. Crater Trials J ine 7 to June 18 Walter K. Crater Thomas C. Vail 
Sussex iy id Cir ;. W Arthur L. Wilcox Not Si g : 7 7 Arthur L. Wilcox Sydney Webster 
Union and ( le Raymond Schneider 208 95 F riday, May 14 Henry G. Nulton Lee S Rigt 
( Pleas \ tl va 5 unk 164 4 See Court Notes 
_— " _ que ened “Ommaran ar 
Warren S ir amsey Reese Trials May 31 to June 4 Ramsey Reese Emanuel C. Tiga nd 
<<a ———— — r > X 
; Ss House An- Estat Tax (Internal Revenue/f i, Ohio, Massact 3 
é. >. RIPPEL & co. l OA. M., ¢€ TY Ag $3.200 per vear. Bur Mi gan. a study ae 
New Jersey Municipal Bonds In Re Applications ars 1929-1935 mac 
ieeiitts Widuatiae 90 pron Morris County mus file before May 24 1 Industrial Conft q t 
ew A , g f the May Ter a , eine p 
18 Clinton St. Newark, N. J. ide a ee a ree am rie 
Salem County re aumssl i ar f € Li vo States of Neé a 
ee _ ——— Sha Cc ye s Oo ts qu t , s inla alone ¥ 
Camden f years full tim paid exp g ontain 18 per C 
Munici: ip il B s0T] ds | ; rland Glouces-|@ respons accountin g cay y ry’s population, 
; ar Salen mn th s valen n rth of the Held 
AC AL <n» CO! NY ae oe |New York has the largest i 
tr at , nd © M iy anda June 
40 Wall Street, New York —— nw Union County | Distribution Of —_ . 
Telephone: Digby 4-0909 1} g ‘ May Te ; 9 
semensumeed)] } , . Income Analysed | ©!VIL_ ENGINEER 
———— h ss . pebeabdoaled y ARCHITECT 
LI homps hears se Z ’ 8 
Court Notes cae : . Fri.| NEW YORK, (CCNS Mors M. ARTHUR WOLF 
1an half the national income is 850 Broad 33 
Atlantic County — - re ived n 7 states—New Newark, ¥ 
Opel , , 5 4 2 
=i . . York, Pensylvania, Illinois, Cal MAr 
May 11th < ebicigg- Mescnes Examination For - 
Cumberland County ‘ Legal Positions Bs 
JURE » ee ee ee i ce ee ee fe ee ll SR 
Court mot s ‘ ges WASHINGTON, D. C. The Un v 
Counties s H Stat Cc Ser Cc 5 - 
ter, Hunterdon a S M s has ann € an exa la- 
first Friday of May si f ‘Exa INDEX ¢ 
Essex County Mercer County By tities 
There will be a weekly May Terr : T. o. a. —_ A Company that specializes 
in the Supreme and ( it ¢ i DETECTIVE AGENCY solely in the examination and 
on Friday, May 7th. There w g Pleas || DISCRETIONARY INVESTIGATIONS insuring of titles to real estate 
be no weekly call ad S 302 MARKET STREET. Commissions paid to forwarding 
Common Pleas Court. st I S irs Attorneys. 
: Paterson, New Jersey 
The May Commercial ‘ i s ( ms lis || 
will be called on Friday, May 7 — 
ee ie ok UUCUEUTEECDETEA TEE EDEU TELE Ts MIM 
and trials will start on M = = = _ALAWYERS 
May 10th. = | - = = GUARA 
. = = = 
Papers in all Friendly s st = CASES = LAW PRINTING = 
aca Se E| Be OMPANY or NEW JERSEY 
ce befo g imber wi = = . = 
Office before a n ; = = Day and Night Service = 2 ORGANIZED 1927 e 
en and the case allowed g = Allee = c . = 7 NELSON PLACE NEWARK, N. J : 
aaa = : = 14 Linotype Machines = Pposite Essex County Hall of Records 
Matters Relatit s =| BRIEFS |= = ‘ Tel. Mitchell 2-7875 
Deportation and Natur = = 2 = : 
of Aliens = | $ 00 |= = insures titles to reai estate in any part of L 
IMMIGRATION MATTERS | = 1 |= HUDSON DI = . Northern New Jersey. £: 
ray oowaern | E : SPATCH : RATES | 
és Sick tek O = Page |= UNION CITY,N.J. 2» . PHONE PALISADE 6.2000 = ON REQUEST reme Ce 
Murray Hill 6-2 = = ¥. Mors 
2 “sAMAADAMAUENALOULEODSONIUCOUNOUEUGUOROUOOUEUOUOEOUUALEOGHOGAURUIUEUGENOEOUEABUALEOUONUEIENNINA: tat the = 
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